(S> 


-^ . Wt*lt*s/1 0-2fc-62 J 

** - : t.v, ***** ^v; r t 3 i^h->_ 

SykJKt: fotttete Reeovei of tUssIles by Khrushchev 

1. At • Moment wt**fl we ere concerned with the difficulty of taking 

out Jbm Soviet offensive caeaeUlty deployed In Cube, w* aey tend to overlook 
the possibility that Khrushchev «*y roNOv* It himself. This oeaDranduei Is 
Intended to fit? son* of the questions which could arise In this connection. 

2. Whether Khrushchev count** 1 on our not finding out In tl»e or on not 
reacting; vigorously to our discovery, h* nay f**l that h* took • ri*k mm**- 
surate with the Magnitude of th* stake, end that h« must now cut hfft to»**6 * 
ouch as Molotov end associates when they had ber«ly failed to overthrew- 
Khrushchev In 1957 an** then vote** for their own condemnation. 

3. However, Khrushchev does have the possibility of aurnlng defeat at 
-,:, least In part into advantage. Suppose, for example, that h« should »*n*ge to 

J .cover up his traces In Cube In Ch<s n«er future sufficiently to predict 

Ci correctly that a UH Inspection teaa Invited by Castro will find Itself unable 

to determine whether there hed once been IRSW's on certain sites. Further, 
suppose he war* to exploit a negative UN finding by asserting that oniy the 
self-control and self-abnegation of the Soviets had foiled the greatest war 
prwa«&ff«8-'«f «!f fie*. (Khrushchev's eessag* to 8er trend Russell Is pertl- 
? HtBt t*f &#*»?»£ 4 • The very boldness r' the Soviet action which ar^da it so 

Iftttitdlbi* m mm? »»ng us will make Its denial all the acre credible to the 
world at large. 

k. To the extent that this line of approach by Khrushchev may be * 
~~* plausible part of *n attempt to extricate nis>selr to*? a cano/srous situation, 
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we tte«4$ pcri9Q3 fee tb'nkir.g r.ow of t*kln>/ oar scow Insurance aoalnst the 
6fcare*6 te vJilch we would be vulnerable - even though our policy objective of 
attaining renoval of the tilsslles had been achieved. 

5. One suggest to* Is that the durability end pursues I veriest of our 
evidence (for the kind of audience we would have to convince) be closely 
exejRined in the context sugeested her*. 

6. A second suggestion - pertly contingent on the first - would be to 
consider tfm feasibility *n4 desirability of a raid of seme kind la tfc« i 
future which would enable us to produce (hard" evidence In support *f 
el legations. 
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